LS IT TER 


1 


RIGHT HONOURABLE THE 
ORD CHANCELLOR, 


CONCERNING 


The Mode of 8WwEARING, by Laying the 
Hand upon and Kiſſing the GOSPELS. 


BY A PROTESTANT. 


— ——ẽ 
VET. xii, 32. ¶ bat thing ſoe ver I command you, obſerve 
v do it : thou ſhalt not add thereto, nor diminiſh from it. 


ROM. xiv. 23. Hhatſcever is not of faith, is fin, 


« Fruftra fit per plura, quod æque commode fieri 
« poteſt per pauciora.” 
— — ä 


BERWICK: 
PRINTED BY W, PHORSON, 
[Price 3d.] 


is 


ADVERTISEMENT. 


Tar occaſion of writing the ſub- - 


ſequent Letter was as follows : One 
had been ſummoned to appear as an 
Evidence in a certain affair depend- 
ing before the Court of Chancery, 
and required to {wear by laying his 
hand upon and kiſſing the Geſpels. 
The perſon intended to deliver it in- 
to the hand of the right honourable 
the Lord Chancellor, the next time he 
ſhould be called to be an Evidence : 
but he having never been called a- 
gain, it was not actually preſented. 
Yet, as it is known that ſeveral 


well-diſpoſed perſons, and ſome of his 


Majeſty's beſt ſubjects, cannot in con- 
{ſcience give their Oath by laying the 
hand upon and kiſſing the Book; this 
being in their opinion, a mode of 
{wearing both unſcriptural and ſuper- 
ſtitious, a relic of Popiſh idolatry, and 


I 


the leaſt diſaffection to his Majeſty's 


faith, worſhip, and obedience, directs 
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an old Heatheniſh rite Chriſtianized, 
by no better authority than that of 
the pretended Vicar at Rome. The 
publiſhing of it at this time was deem- 
ed. neceſſary, to inform thoſe who 
may labour under miſtakes in this 
matter,. that the ſcruples moved by 
many ſober people againſt ſwearing 
by the Book, do not proceed from 


perſon and government, or diſregard 
of ſuperiors, but purely from a prin- 
ciple of conſcience, an awful regard 
tothe name and authority of the great 
Gop, and ſuch a view of the nature 
of an Oath, which is doubtleſs a very 
ſolemn part of religious worſhip, as 
the Word of Gop, the only rule of 
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MY LORD, 


AVING lately been called to appear 
Jas an Evidence in the affair of ——, 
now depending before your Lordſhip 
and the Honourable Court of Chancery, 
and required to give Oath by laying my 
hand upon and kiſſing the Gofpels ; leſt | 
it ſhould be thought that my refuſing to 
ſwear in this manner flows from ſeditious 
and rebellious principles, or any diſre- 
{ſpect to his Majeſty's perſon and govern» 
ment, or to any of the Honourable Courts 
of Juſtice, held in his name and by his 
authority; I have preſumed, with all due 
ſubmiſſion to your Lordſhip and the Ho- 
nourable Court of Chancery, to lay be- 
fore you ſome reaſons, which do ſo bind 
my conſcience, that I have no freedom to 
take an Oath diſpenſed in the manner 
aforeſaid. And, 

I. Though I am far from being of opi- 
nion with ſome, particularly Quakers, and 
a few other Sectaries, that it is in no caſe 
lawful to ſwear, though called to do fo 
before a lawful Magiſtrate; and do not 
at all queſtion your Lordſhip's authority, 
or the authority of any of the Honourable 
Magiſtrates whom his Majeſty has intruſt- 
ed with the adminiſtration of juſtice, to 
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require an Oath of me, or any other of 


his Majeſty's ſubjects, for putting an end 
to ſtrife in any matter of controverſy be- 
tween man and man: and though I am 
willing now, or at any time, when lawfully 
called, to take an Oath by lifting up the 
hand, which I take to be the ſcriptural 
mode of ſwearing ; yet I have no free- 
dom in my conſcience to {wear by killing 
the Book: becauſe, in my humble opi- 
nion, this method of ſwearing has nothing 
in the Word of God, either in Scripture- 


precept or example, to warrant it. 


J preſume it will not be denied, nor 
even diſputed, that ſwearing by the Name 
of Gop is an act, yea a very ſolemn act, 
of religious worſhip : but no part of re- 
ligious worſhip can be performed to Gop 
acceptably, that is not authoriſed by his 
Word; therefore I dare not act fo far con- 
trary to the light of my own conlcience, 


as to practiſe or give countenance to any f 
rite or ceremony, uſed in the worthip of 


God, that does not bear upon it a ſtamp 
of hisauthority, as being inſtituted by him; 
either expreſsly preſcribed by his com- 
mand, or authoriſed by approved Scrip- 


ture example, which being of an imitable 


and ordinary nature, is acknowledged 
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by all ſound Proteſtants to have the forcePout ti 


of a general rule in matters of religion, 


/ 
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I am perſuaded, that the moſt ſtrenu- 
lous advocates for the Book-oath will not 
ſo much as pretend, that there is any 
Scripture-precept injoining, or any Scrip- 
ture example authoriſing it; or indeed, 
that there is any one paſſage from the 
beginning of Geneſis to the end of the 
Revelation, that does in the leaſt coun- 
tenance the ſwearing of it: therefore the 
authority of our bleſſed Saviour, by whom 

ings reign, and princes decree juſtice, obliges 
me to avoid it, as I would not be guilty 
of taking the name of God in vain, when 
profetling to worſhip him, and {wear by 
us name: for, ſays our Lord, In vain they 
9 worſhip me, teaching for doctrines the com- 
uvandments of MEN, Matth. xv. 9. 
Farther, it may beoblerved, that it is a 
Proteſtant principle, That the accept- 
ble way ot worſhipping God is taught by 
ümſelf, and fo limited by his own reveal- 
>d will, that he may not be worſhipped 
-Þccording tothe imaginations and devices 
pf men, or any other way not preſcribed 
In the Holy Scriptures.” 
- This important truth has been abun- 
- flantly confirmed, and improved with 
» treat ſucceſs, by many eminent Proteſtant 
1Þivines, in their diſputes with Papiſts a- 
epout the unwarrantableneſs of thoſe vain, 


upperſtitious, and idolatrous ceremonies, 
B . 
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by which the Romiſh church has corrupt- 
ed almoſt every part ofthe worſhip of God. 

And indeed, if this principle is once given 
up, namely, „That nothing is to be ad- 
mitted in the worſhip of God that is not 
warranted by his Word;” nothing of 
weight can be offered to diſprove the 
warrantableneſs, or ſhew the unlawful 
neſs of that vaſt number of idle and ſu- 
perſticious rites introduced by Antichriſt, 

which all true Proteſtants have ever look- 
ed upon, and teſtified againſt, as maniteſt 
corruptions of the worſhip of God. 

Here we might add the words of a ju- 
dicious gentleman * that lately had the 
honour to be a judge i in one of the high- 
eſt courts of juſtice in this kingdom, who 
in fome papers left by him, and publiſhed 
after his death, expreſſes himſelf in the fol- 
lowing manner: Many human inven- 
tions among Chriſtians, which neither ſerve 
to glorify God, nor to edify men, are nei- 
ther civil ceremonies nor contain any ho- 
Tine in them; therefore they mult be re- 
jected as ſuperſtitious and profane. No- 
thing intended or done by men 1s an 


honour to God, but that which is in obe-, 


dience unto fome of his commandments. 


® Juſtice Burnet. See Introduction to a ſmall Tract 
publiſhed after his death, and intitled, The True Church 
of Chrift, which, and where to be found, p- J. 
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All ceremonies of religion that are an ho- 
nour unto God, muſt be commanded by 
God himſelf; and they that attempt to 
bring ſuch ceremonies into his worſhip as 
are no honour to him, mock him.” A 
great deal more to the ſame purpoſe fol- 
lows in the next page, but what has been 
already quoted may ſuffice as a ſpecimen 
of that honourable author's ſentiments in 
relation to this point. 

II. From what has been already obſcr- 
ved, it appears, That to ſwear by kiſſing 
the Book, inſtead of being warrantable, is 
really a piece of ſuperſtition * and will- 
worſhip, the very eflence of which conſiſts 
in pretending to honour and worthip God, 
by rites, and ceremonies, actions, and u- 
ſages of any kind, deviſed by men with- 
out any warrant from his Word. Thus we 
find the Apoſtle Paul condemning every 
thing of that nature under the notion of 
will-worſhip, Co/off. ii. 23. 

When Jeroboam appointed a religious 


* So called perhaps, as being /uper fatutum, or, ſuper 
id quod injunctum et. If killing the Book is no part of 
religious worſhip, but only an unmeaning ſymbol un- 
adviſedly introduced, and beedleſsly uſed in ſwearing, 
it is mere trifling, and therefore very indecent in the 
worſhip of Gop. If it is accounted a ſigaiſicant cere- 
mony, or an act of worſhip, it is plainly ſuperſtitious, 
being more than is required. Thus it is, in the moſt 
proper ſenſe of the word, 4wi/l-qoor/hip, every ſpecies of 
which is abſolutely prohibited in Scripture, 
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feaſt to be celebrated in the eighth month 
at Bethel, like unto that which God had 
commanded to be obſerved at Jeruſalem, 
though doubtleſs he pretended to honour 
God thereby, he is condemned, becauſe 
he ordered it to be kept i the month ahi) 
he had deviſed of his o N heart, 1 Kings 
xii. 33- And the wicked practice of ſome 
in Iſrael, who ſacrificed in the high places 6 
Baal, and burnt their ſons with fire for burnt 
offerings unto Baal, is reproved chiefly o1 
this account, that it was what God com 
manded not, nor ſpake it, neither came it int 
his mind, Jer. xix. 5. Further, all worſhi 
that God hath not commanded, or autho 
riſed in his Word, is declared to be a1 
abomination, Deut. xvil. 3, 4. 
Leſt it ſhould be thought that what ha 

been juſt now attirmed concerning the 

Book-oath, is only the reſult of ſome 
whimſical ſcruple, ſectarian fancy, or no 
vel opinion, it may be obſerved, that ſom 
of the moſt zealous confeſſors and marty! 
for the truth in this kingdom, when bea 
ing witneſs againſt antichriſtian errors an 
ſuperſtition, have expreſſed themſelves i 
the very ſame manner concerning it. Ih. 
Mr William Thorp, a divine of confidefy® tc 
able note, and zealous confeſſor of th it 
truth, in the reign of Henry IV. having id 
been cited to appear before Thomas Arw 
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del, then Archbiſhop of Canterbury, to 

purge himſelf of the crime of Hereſy, that 

he had been falſely accuſed of by ſome of 

the Popith faction, and called to take an 

oath by laying his hand upon the Goſpels, 
| not only refuſed to do fo, but teſtified a- 
x gainſt this mode of ſwearing in the follow- 
| ing manner: To ſwear upon a book is 
f to {wear by creatures, and this ſwearing is 
| ever unlawful. This ſentence witnefleth 
| Chryſoſtom, blaming them greatly that 
bring forth a book to ſwear upon *.“ 


70 We blame the Romanitts, and juſtly 
too, for putting their unwritten traditions 
) on a level with the Word of God ; but 


1 have they not good reaſon to retort the 
charge, while we admit uninſtituted ce- 
a remonies in the worſhip of God, and put 
nd them on the ſame footing with divine or- 
ad dinances? If men once take the liberty to 
add their own inventions to divine infti- 
tutions, it is hard to tell where they will 
ſtop : for if they are allowed to invent one 
or two ceremonies, to be uſed in the wor- 
ſhip of God, they may as well invent two 
hundred, yea as many as they pleaſe. 
III. Another thing that makes me {cruple 
to ſwear by kiſſing the Book is, that I find 
it is one of the relics of Pagan and Popith 
idolatry, and therefore very unfit to be uſed 
1 * Fox's Afr and Monuments, &c. vol. I. p. 538. 
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by Proteſtants, who profeſs to renounce e- 
very thing of that kind. One of the moſt 


ſolemn religious rites uſed by the ancient Pa- 


gans, in the worſhip of their idols, was their 
king them; hence Cicero informs us, that 
in Sicily the chin of one of their noted idols 
was worn bare with kiſſing *. 

This Pagan rite was adopted by the ten 
tribes of Iſrael, that revolted from the houſe 
of David, in times of great degeneracy, and 
uſed by them in worſhipping the golden 


calves that Jeroboam ſet up at Dan and Be- 


thel: hence it is ſaid, Ho/. xiii. 2. Let rhe 
men that ſacrifice KISS the calves. I he fame 
ceremony was uſed by them in worſhipping 
Baal. Thus, 1 Kings xix. 18. God ſays, 
I have left me ſeven thouſand in Iſrael, all — 
knees which have not bowed unto Baal and 
every mouth which hath not K18$ED him. 

This idolatrous rite the Romaniſts bor- 
rowed from the Pagans; and accordingly 
they ule it in many parts of their worthip, 


and in ſwearing, among the reſt. Killing 


the Book is by them called kiſſing the Got- 
pels; the four Goſpels having been chiefly 
uſed by them in ſwearing, becauſe they 
fooliſhly and ſuperſtitiouſly imagined, that 
theſe are more ſacred than other books of 
Scripture. Now for thoſe who profeſs the 
Proteitant religion to follow the example of 
3 Vide Orat, IX. in C. Verrem. 
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Heathens, and ſymbolize with Papiſts, in 
their ſuperſtitious kiſſings, to me appears 
contrary to that divine command given to 
Hrael in a ſimilar cafe, Levir. xviii. 3, 4. 
After the doings of the land of Eg ypt, wherein 
ye. dwelt, ſhall ye not do; and after the doings 
of the land of Canaan, whither I bring you, ſhall 
e not do ; neither ſhall ye wall in their ordi- 
nances. Te ſhall do my judgments and keep, mine 
ordinances, to walk therein + I am the Lord your 
God. If after all we ſhall ſtill continue to 
partake with myſtical Babylon in her fins ; 
have we not reaſon to expect, that we ſhall 
alſo ſhare with her in her plagues ? 

IV. As kiſſing the Book in ſwearing, has 
been ſome way introduced among us as a 
part of religious worſhip, the Book muſt 
be conſidered either as the object to which 
that piece of worſhipis ultimately directed, 
or as a medium, or mean, by or through 
which that worſhip is directed to God. If 
the worſhip is ultimately reterred to the 
Book as the object of it, when any kiſs the 
Book in taking an oath, they worſhip the 
Book; and why may they not as well 
bow to it, and pray to it, as Papiſts do to 
their images? 

If it ſhould be alleged, that the Book is 
facred, as it contains a revelation of the 
mind and will of God, and is fit to awe 
the minds of men, and ſtrike them with 
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terror in Caſe of falſe ſwearing, as it de- 
nounces moſt dreadful threatnings againſt 
thoſe that are guilty of ſuch a horrid crime: 
we anſwer, thou ghallthis ſhould be grant- 
ed, it cannot be {aid that the Book is God; 
and therefore to worſhip it muſt be groſs 
idolatry: for the command of the great 
Jehovah is, Thou ſhalt worſhip the Lord thy 
God, and him only ſhalt thou ſerve, Mat. iv. 10. 
If it ſhonld be affirmed, that the Book 
is not the object to which the worſhip that 
is performed in the act of ſwearing, or 
rather in the act of kiſſing, is ultimately 
directed, but only the mean thro* which it 
is directed unto God, the ſole object of 


all religious worthip and adoration; ſtill 


the kiting of the Book muſt be reputed 
unlawtul, becauſe it is a worſhipping of 
God in a way, or by means, not appointed 
in his own. Word: yea, it is to worſhip 
Godin and by a apiece of matter for that 
only can be kifled; which is all that Pa- 
piſts pretend to do when they worttup 
images. The Council of Trent itſelf ap- 
points that images. be had and retained 


in churches, not becauſe it is belicved that 


there is any divinity or virtue in them, 
for which they thould be worthypped, but 
becauſe the honour given to them 1s aſ- 
Cr ibed to that which they repreſent, that 


1221 
by thoſe images which we kiſs we may a- 
dore Chriſt *. 

Should it be pretended, that it is a 
matter of indifferency, whither we ſwear 


by kiſſing the Book, lifting up the right- 


hand, orputting the handunder the thigh; 
becauſe we have in Scripture ſome in- 
ſtances of ſwearing by putting the hand 
under the thigh, as well as by lifting up 
the right-hand: we anſwer, it is evident 
from Scripture, that the ordinary mode 
of ſwearing was by lifting up the hand. 
Thus Abraham ſware by LIFTING UP 
THE HAND UNTO THE LORD, Zhe moſt 
high 60D, the Poſſeſſor f heaven and earth, 
that he would not take from the King of Sodom 
Jo much as a thread or ſhoe-latchet, Gen. xiv. 
22, 23. And when God ſware unto Iſrael, 
that he would bring them out of the land 
of Egypt; he is ſaid to have /ifted up his 
hand unto them, Ezek. xx. 5, 6. Accord- 
ingly in many places of Scripture, which 
we cannot now ſtay to enumerate, lifting 
up the hand is put for ſwearing. The man 
clothed in linen, of whom we read, Dan. 
XIi. 7. is ſaid to have HELD UP HIS 
1AND unto heaven, and ſworn by Him that li- 
veth for ever and ever. And Rev. x. 3, 6. 
The Angel that ſtood upon the ſea, and upon the 

arth, is faid to have LIFTED UP his Hand 

Acts of the Coungil of Trent, * 25, 
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to heaven, and feworn by Him that liveth for 
ever and ever, that time ſhould. be no longer. 
Upon which patlage a judicious divine has 
this remark; ** Kitting the Book is Anti- 
chriſt's way of ſwearing ; but /ifring up the 
hand is Chriſt's way of wearing“. N. 

As to the mode of ſwearing, it it may 
be called lo, by putting the hand under 
the thigh, as far as J remember we have 
onty co inſtances of it in Scripture. One 
we have, Gen. xxiv. 2; 3. where Abraham, 
when he was about to make his ſervant 
{wear that he would not take a wite anto 
his jon of, the daughters of the Canaanites, 
cauted him toput his hand under his thi gh. 
The other inſtance ofthis kind is recorded, 
Gen. xlvii. 29. 3 where we find that Jacob 
cauſed his ton Joſeph to put his hand under 
li thigh and ſwear unto him, that he would 
carry his body out of Egypt, and bury him 
with his fathers intheir burying- place, in the 
land of Canaan. Asto both theſe inſtances, 
it may be obſerved, that they were extraor- 
dinary ; and that the ceremony of putting 


* Mr Bos rox. His words are theſe:“ The geſture 
uſed by him (Chrilt the Angel of the Covenant) in ſwear- 
ing, is not laying his hand upon, the Book, though be 
had obe in his hand; that is Antichriſt's way of ſwear- 
ing: but it. is lifting up the hand to heaven, ver/e 5 
the natural and approved geſture in an oath, as nb 
ſolemn invocating of God who dwelleth chere. Ser m 
&c, vol. II. p. * | 
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the hand under the thigh, was uſed' for 
ſome reaſons of a peculiar nature, which 
we have now nothing to do with. When 
Abraham ordered his ſervant, and Jacob 
cauſed his ſon, to put the hand under the 
thigh, in ſwearing to tliem, it ſcems to 
have been a ſolemn indication, or expreſ⸗- 
non, of their faith in the Meſſiah, who was 
to come out of their loins; and intended 
to remind them of che importance of the 
matter about which they were called to 
{wear, as having ſome ſpecial reſpect to the 
performance of the promiſe concerning 
Him. And it is che opinion of ſome, that 
{wearing in this manner on theſe extraor- 
dinary occaſions was, in effect, a nn 
by God to be incarnate. = 
In fine, asthis mode ot ſwearing namely, 
by putting the hand under the chigh, muſt; 
be confeſſed by all to have been tr ον 
dinary, it is evident that it is not to be 
imitated by us now under the New Teſta- 
ment diſpeuſation; and therefore no Chri- 
{tians, that we know of, ever pretend to 
make it a precedent, or to imitate it hy 
ſwearing i in that manner. But ſweariucg 
by lifting up the hand towaveds heaven, i 
the way of making a ſolemn appealto God, 
the righteous. Judge of all, we ſind to haver 
been ordinary both under the Old and 
New Teſtament diſpenſſitionn 16 
Ci 
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V. Another thing that adds to my ſcru- 
ples, with regard to the mode of fwearing 
by kiſſing the Book, is, that it ſeems to take 
off a great deal from the ſolemnity requi- 
fite in ſwearing an oath, which is an appeal 
© the divine Majeſty, and as it were a call- 
ing upon him to witneſs our ſincerity ; and 
at the ſame time implies an acknowledg- 
ment of his power and juſtice to puniſh us 
x we ſwear falſely. Hence there are not 
a few who take a liberty to trifle in the 
matter of {wearing ; yea to ſwear falſely, 
or at leaſt raſhly and inconſiderately; as 
there is ſcarce any thing in what is called the 
Oath itſelf, or in the mannerofadminiſtring 
it, that has a tendency to awe the conſci- 
ence; or lead the ſwearer to form juſt ap- 
prehenſions of the nature of an oath, or 
to remind him of the danger of ſwearing 
falſely. | 
I have been credibly informed, that 
ſome conſcious of their having prevarica- 
ted and diſſembled, when called to ſwear 
in this, manner, have endeavoured to ju- 
ſtify themſelves, or at leaft to extenuate 
their ſin, by alledging that they did not 
ſwear but only kiſſed the Book; thus 
making it evident, that they looked 
upon that ceremony . as a matter of 
ſmall moment. I have been told alſo, 
that ſome who have profeſſed a readi- 
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neſs to ſwear by kiſſing the Book, have 
refuſed to [wear by lifting up the right- 
hand, not daring to invocate the Majeſty 
of heaven, in that folemn manner, to wit- 
neſs a falſchood ; or to incur the horrid 


guilt of perjury, when particularly re- 


minded of their future appearance before 
God's awful tribunal, as they arc when an 
oath is adminiſtred to them in the Scrip- 
tural manner. But, however men may 
endeavour to blind their own conſciences, 
I think thoſe who kiſs the Book, when call- 
ed to ſwear before a magiſtrate, are no leſs 
bound to declare the truth, and nothing 
but the trath ; and are chargeable with no 
leſs guilt when they do otherwile, than if 
they fwore by making a direct and folemn 
appeal to the Divine Majeſty, by lifting up 
the hand to heaven; as kiſſing the Book 
is put in the room of an oath, and there- 
fore muſt be looked upon as equally bind- 
ing the conſciences of thoſe who ule this 
ceremony; yet I dare not give counte- 
nance, or the leaſt encouragement, to a 
practice that, in my humble opinion, hath 
a manifeſt tendency to draw the ignorant 
and inconſiderate into a ſnare, and harden 
the wicked in ſin. 

VI. Finally, what has conſiderable weight 
with me in this matter is, that upon ex- 
amination I find, that kitting the Book 
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is really no oath at all; becauſe when an 
oath, as it is called, is adminiſtred in this 
manner, there is no appeal to God the 
righteous judge and Searcher of hearts, 
which I apprehend is neceſſary and eſſen- 
tial to an oath ; neither is the leaſt men- 
tion made of Is name, if it is not in the 
ſhort prayer commonly ſubjoined to the 
form of words that is ordinarily uſed on 
that occaſion, © So help you God:“ which 
doubtleb is no part of the oath itſelf, but 
may with reverence, be uſed by perſons 
when engaging in any piece of lawful bu- 
ſineſs, as well as in ſwearing. 

Now to pretend to take an oath, with- 
out making any appeal to God, or ſo much 
as mentioning his name, to me appears to 
be contrary to that divine and expreſs pre- 
cept. which we; have, Deur., vi. 13. Thou 
ſhalt fear the Lord th by, God-—and halt fear 
by his. name. How can we be ſaid to fiveat 
by his name, when we do not ſo much as 
mention his name in taking an Oath; and 
when there i is no appeal to Him, nor the leaſt 
acknowledgment of Him, but what is ſup- 
poſed to be included in that unwarrantable 
and unintelligible ceremony ot killing, the 


Book, and in the {ſhort prayer formerly 


mentioned, which, as has becn already ob- 
ſerved, is no part of the oath ? 
Theſe, with ſeveral others of a like na- 
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ture that might be mentioned, are the rea- 


ſons that bind my conſcience in this mat- 


ter, ſo that I dare not fear in the man- 
ner preſcribed ; though, as I formerly de- 
clared, I am willing to take an oath be- 
fore your Lordſhip, or any other lawful 
magiſtrate, in the manner the Word of 
God directs to, namely, by lifting up the 
right-hand, and making an appeal to the 
righteous Judge of all the earth with regard 
to the affair now under conſideration, either 
now or afterward, as your Lord{hip and 
the honourable Court of Chancery may re- 


quire it. 


I am ſorry that I ſhould find myſelf obli- 
ged to decline yielding obedience to'the 
ſuperior powers in any caſe ; but as I ap- 
prehend that the mode of ſwearing common 
ly practiſed in this kingdom is contrary to 
the divine command, I hope your Lordihip 
will excuſe me in this matter. And I am 
inclined to think, that ſuch a wile and vir- 
tuous king, as is his preſent Majeſty, King 
George the third, under whole mild and 
auſpicious government we enjoy fo much 


liberty and ſo many valuable privileges, 


would not deſire the meaneſt of his ſubjects 
to comply with any rite or cuſtom, or ſub- 
mit to any injunctions or laws of men, that 
they apprehend are inconſiſtent with the 
Word of God, who only is Lord ef he con- 


t 


Teience : and I know your Lordſhip will no? 
diſpute the truth of the apoſtolic maxim, 
That when at any time the command of 
God and the injunctions of men claſh with 
one another, it is ſafeſt, yea our indiſpen- 
fible duty, to obey God rather than men. 

I hope no threatnings of proſecution, 
with which ſome have endeavoured to inti- 
midate me, ſhall ever have ſuch weight as 
to make me act contrary to the Word of 
God, and the light of my own conſcience 
in this affair, while I am enabled to con- 
ſider that God is greater than man; that 
the hand of God 1s inconceivably heavier 
than the hand of man; and that the utmoſt 
puniſhment that man can inflict, is no way 
comparable to the wrath of an Almighty, 
and ſin-revenging God. | 

That God may long preſerve his Ma- 
jeſty's auguſt perſon, and proſper his go- 
vernment ; and that he may direct your 
Lordſhip, and other honourable Judges, 
_ commillioned by his Majeſty, to admini- 

ſter public juſtice, to ſuch meaſures, on 
every occaſion, as may be molt for the 
glory of God, and the welfare of his Ma- 
jeſty's ſubjects, fo that in the end you may 
give an account of your ſtewardlhip, to 
the great Lord and righteous Judge of all 
the earth, before whoſe tremendous tribu- 
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nal we muſt all ſhortly appear, with joy 
and not with grief, is the earneſt deſire and 
hearty prayer of, | 


His MAJESTY'S loyal Subjed, 
and your Lordſhip”s moſt 


obedient bumble Servant, &c, 


POSTSCRIPT, 


I is ſaid, that ſome perſons of diſtinction 
in the city of London, are great ſtick- 
lers for the Book-oath. I have been cre- 
dibly informed, that a reputable tradeſ- 
man, after expending upwards of thirty 
pounds in purchaſing and procuring the 
freedom of the city, hath ſometimes been 
denied the privilege of a free citizen, 
merely becauſe he could not in conſcience 
comply with the ordinary cuſtom of ſwear- 
ing by the Book, apprehending it to be 
unwarrantable and ſinful. Is it becoming 
for profeſſors of Chriſtianity thus to offend 
heir weak brethren, impoſe upon their 
onſciences, and fin againſt Chritt ? 
1) | 
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Was the Book-oath ever ſo lawful in it- 
{-if, unleſs a man be perſuaded in his own 
mind that it is fo, he cannot ſwear it law- 
fally. If he that eateth and doubteth is 
damned, he that ſweareth and doubteth 
mult be no leſs ſo. Should it be allowed 
that the method of ſwearing by touching 
and kiſſing the Goſpels is innocent, which 
we have proved it is not; yet it cannot be 
alledged that it is neceſſary, ſince there is 
another mode of ſwearing, abundantly 
more decent and ſolemn, namely, by lift- 
ing up the right-hand that the Scripture 
directs to *, and which no one ever pre- 
tended, nor indeed can have the leaft rea- 
fon to ſcruple at. Why then ſhould the 
conſeiences of ſerious people, good ſub- 
jects, and uſeful members of civil ſociety, 
be burdened with this unneceſſary thing, 
which, whatever it is in itſelf, all muſt own, 
may be omitted, or diſpenſed with at leaſt, 
without 1in, or the ſmalleſt detriment ci- 
ther to the church or commonwealth ? 

But ſhould it, upon examination, be 


* The uſual form of adminiſtring an oath in North 
Britain, agreeable to Scripture-precedents, is as follows: 
The perſon called to ſwear lifts up his right-hand to- 
ward heaven, and the judge, magiſtrate, or clerk, im- 
powered to diſpenſe the oath, addreſſes him in theſe 
or the like words; © As you ſhall anſwer to God, and 
by God himſelf, you declare that you will tell the truth, 
and nothing but the truth, in this matter,” 
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fo und that it is really unwarrantable, and 
a corruption of one very ſolemn part of re- 
ligious worſhip ; to deprive men of their 
Juſt rights, and deny them the common 
privilege of ſubjects and citizens, becauſe 
their conſciences will not permit them to 
comply with it, is a method of proceeding 
for which it will be difficult to make any 
reaſonable apology. 

Shall good Chriſtians and loyal ſubjects 
be oppreſſed, and undergo a kind of per- 
ſecution in a Proteſtant country, merely 
for declining the obſervation of an unſcrip- 
tural, ſuperſtitious, Popiſh, Heathenith, ce- 
remony ? I call it unſcriptural ; becauſe 
there is not the leaſt mention made of ſwear- 
ing by a book, or killing it, from the one 
end of the Bible to the other. I call it ſu- 
perſtitious.; becauſe God hath no where 
commanded it; nor is it authoriſed by any 
Scripture- example: on the contrary, it is, 
with other human inventions, and every 
ſpecies of will-worſhip, expreſsly prohibit- 
ed, Deut. v. 32. Ja. xxix. 13. Matt. xv. 9. 
Popiſh it moſt certainly is, becauſe it was 
borrowedfrom Rome, and authoriſed by the 
Pope. Heatheniſh I call it; becauſe kiſling 
was a ſpecies of worſhip which the anci- 
ent Pagans frequently performed to their 
idols and fictitious deities, as Aexander av 
Alexandro and others inform us. Would 

Di) 
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it not therefore be abundantly more for 
the honour of a city that hath been fo 
long juſtly renowned for a ſteady attach- 
ment to the Proteſtant intereſt, and the 
cauſe of liberty ; its common council, ru- 
lers, and magiſtrates, unimouſly to ſup- 
plicate the higher powers tor liberty to 
diſcontinue the practice of ſuch an unne- 
ceſlary and hurtful ceremony, than to 
make it the condition of enjoying the 
privileges of a free citizen among them ? 

The opinion concerning the unwarrant- 
ableneſs of the Book-oath, that we have 
endeavoured to eſtabliſh in the foregoing 
Letter, is not ſingular, or, as may probably 
be thought by ſome, peculiar to a few 
himſical perſons, but conformable to the 
ſentiments of ſome of the moſt famous 
Proteſtant divines and churches in Europe. 
In a national ſynod of the French Prote- 
ſtant Church held at Gap, in the year 
1603, in which the great Chamier pre- 
ſided, ſome having moved the following 
queſtion, Whether an oath might be 
lawfully taken before a magiſtrate by lay- 
ing the hands on and kiſſing the Bible?“ 
The Synod determined it in the negative; 
and gave it as their judgment, that the 
ceremony above-mentioned, being what 
might prove of dangerous conſequence, 


ought not to be uſed; but that thoſe who 
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are called to fear, ſhould content then 
ſelves with the bare lifting up of their 
hands *. 

What have been the ſentiments of the 
Church of Scotland in relation to this 
point, and the conſtant practice of her 
members from the time of the Reforma- 
tion to this very day, is well known ; and 
ſome famous Engliſh divines have con- 
demned fwearing by the Book in very 
ſtrong terms. 

To make it aqueſtion, whether this un- 
ſcriptural, Popiſh rite ſhould be rejected, 
or {till retained and practiſed, is in effect 
to queſtion whether Chriſt or Antichriſt 
ſhall reign, and give laws to the Church ; 
and to determine for the obſervation of 
it, and after it has been clearly ſhewn to 
be, with all other wil-worſhip, expreſsly 
prohibited by the great Head of the 
Church, would be plainly to give Anti- 
chriſt the preference. Should any object 
that the method of ſwearing complained 
of hath ſeldom been ſcrupled at by Chri- 
ſtians of any denomination in England, 
and theretore cannot be thought to be 
ſuch an evil thing as has been repreſent» 
ed: We antwer, the reaſon is obvious. 
.vlany have never ſet themſelves carefully 
to examine the matter. They have rathep 


* Quick's Synodicon, vol, I. p. 239. 
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taken it for granted that the cuſtom is in- 
nocent, or been willing to have it reputed 
ſuch, than been really convinced in their 
conſciences from the Word of God that it 
is laudable, or warrantable. Cuſtom, the 
example of others, love of eaſe, and a 
regard to their own intereſt, have ſo blind- 
ed the eyes of others, that they cannot ſee 
any evil init. And that the minds of 
perſons, otherwiſe very well diſpoſed, may 
in this manner be darkened with re- 
gard to ſome things of no ſinall import- - 
ance, is abundantly evident both from 
Scripture and experience. 

But, whatever fallible men may think 
or do, if we are diſpoſed to take the 
Word of God for onr only rule to direct 
us in the matters of his worſhip and con- 
fult it accordingly, we ſhall ſoon be con- 
vinced, that the uſual mode of {wearing 
in England by /aying the hand upon and bi 
ing the Goſpels, is unwarrantable and ſu- 
perſtitious, and in fact a ſpecies of idola- 
try. It is an exotic plant that the hea- 
venly Father never planted; one of thoſe 
tares that the enemy is wont to ſow in the 
the field of the Chriſtian Church while 
men fleep: it is high time then to root it 
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